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THE-DRAFT
About the time that schools and colleges are getting
out for the summer, the Justice Department will begin
selected prosecutions against those who failed to register
for the draft. By that time their numbers will be officially estimated at about one million, and will actually be
much higher. The government will have to bring a
successful, highly-publicized case in each major television market if their campaign is to have the desired
effect of intimidating large numbers of young men to
register. All indications to date are that prosecutions
will be brought against those who have refused to
register on principle, not those who have forgotten or
were waiting to see if they got caught.
One would think that the peace movement would
even now be preparing and positioning itself to launch a
major peace initiative around the defense of non-registrants. Coming in the politically-sensitive pre-election
period, and perhaps during the height of activities
around the UN's Special Session on Disarmament, such
a campaign would serve to make our commitment to
peace specific, and to empower and encourage young
people to stand up to the drift toward war. Because the
draft will be necessary to fill the ranks of Reagan's
expanded Rapid Deployment Force, moreover,
agitation around the draft would make more problematic the ability of the US military to suppress liberation
movements, and also to get us into the kind of confrontation with the Soviet Union that could lead to a superpower war.
Yet this support from the peace movement is not yet
visible. After three years of anti-draft agitation, and
with the still vivid memory of the effect of the anti-draft
movement on the Vietnam war, the peace movement has
yet to clearly commit itself to an active role against the
draft. Indeed, the issue of the draft is not mentioned
even among the many minor goals of the June 12th
demonstration in New York. Why is this?
A disturbing possibility is that a substantial section of
the peace movement is buying into the argument that
the draft, and an increase in conventional forces generally, is necessary if we are to aviod relying on nuclear
weapons and thus risking nuclear war.
We know that there is no truth to this argument. Yet
after years of benign neglect of the draft issue we need
to raise our voices quickly and loudly against this view.
We need to reassure the young people that we know that
the struggle against war is indivisible, and that we won't
let them be sacrificed for the illusory safety of the rest of
us .

THE EL SALVADOR
SYNDROME
FRANK BRODHEAD

As the Reagan Administration positions itself to
commit US troops to the war in El Salvador, voices in
Congress and the press are warning us of the parallels to
the Vietnam war. Before this procedes further we
should examine what kind of parallels are being made,
and whether or not they adequately represent the real
"lessons" of the Vietnam war. For while raising the
spectre of "another Vietnam" has its usefulness in
impeding the Reagan war machine, the historical parallels that we construct might actually prevent us from
really understanding what is going on between the US
and Central America.
Fo~ example, the dominant motif of the Vietnam
parallel is the "quagmire" danger. As in Vietnam, goes
the argument, the US is now facing the danger· of a stepby-step involvement into an essentially "unwinnable"
war. Proceeding with good intentions, the US is committing itself to an incompetent army and an unpopular
government. We will soon be so deeply involved, goes
the quagmire argument, that we can't withdraw. Yet the
quagmire interpretation of the Vietnam war was
destroyed forever by the Pentagon Papers, which amply
documented that the US planned to subvert the independence of Vietnam from 1945 on, and did so with full
awareness that this program required oppression and
terror against the people of Vietnam to be successful.
The one claim that cannot be made about the Vietnam
war following publication of the Pentagon Papers is
that the US did not know what it was doing.
There are other parallels between Vietnam and El
Salvador that need more attention. One is official lying
and media complicity. For example in February, 1965
the US issued a "White Paper" to justify its escalation
in Vietnam. The purpose of the White Paper was to
prove that war in the southern part of Vietnam was
primarily due to "aggression from the North," and that
three captured Chinese weapons showed the place of
Vietnam in the international Communist conspiracy.
While I. F. Stone immediately published a devastating
analysis of the White Paper, this was ignored by the
official media, which continued to treat seriously the
argument that the war was the result of an invasion of
the South by the Democratic Republic of Vietnam.
Similarly, the US attempted to shore up its position in
(continued on oaae 2)

El Salvador with another ''White Paper,'' again
allegedly showing that indigenous revolutionary forces
were controlled and armed by the Soviet bloc. The new
White Paper was placed in the New York Times with a
sympathetic analysis by correspondent Juan de Onis. A
sign of the times, however, is that much of this White
Paper was quickly shown to be a fabrication.
Another disturbing parallel between El Salvador and
Vietnam is the role of the US in sponsoring and directing a campaign of terrorism against both liberation
forces and civilians. According to the Pentagon Papers,
on March 4, 1968 the Secretary of Defense recommended that "Operation Phoenix which is targeted
against the Viet Cong must be pursued more vigorously
in closer liason with the US." According to official
figures, some 84,000 members of the ''Viet Cong infrastructure" were "neutralized," including 24,000 killed.
Similarly in El Salvador, although the US has maintained that the thousands of assasinated civilians are
victims of death squads over which the El Salvador
government - and thus the US - has no control,
analyses done in 1980 by the Office of Legal Aid for the
Archdiocese of El Salvador show that the vast majority
ity of victims of this terror were killed by the Army, now
being ''advised'' by the US military. In fact, it appears
that US military advisers were present at at least one
training session in El Salvador in early 1981 where
recruiters were given practical instruction on how to
torture teenagers ("U.S. Advisers at 'Torture Class,'
Salvadoran Says," NYT Jan. 11, 1982). This allegation
was denied by a senior Defense Department official,
who said that '' American soldiers sent to El Salvador
were specifically instructed beforehand to discourage
the practice of torture .... '' According to a UPI report

(Nov. 5, 1971) US advisers in the Phoenix Program also
tried to mitigate some excesses. An instance cited
occurred when Vietnamese officials in the Mekong delta
region decided to kill 80% of their suspects; US advisers
were able to reduce the death toll below 50% through
the same kind of jawboning that is undoubtedly used
today in _El Salvador.
There are other parallels between the US roles in El
Salvador and Vietnam that should be explored more
thoroughly. One is the role of ''land reform'' in the
struggle to win the hearts and minds of the peasantry. It
should surely be alarming that the architect of El
Salvador's land reform is Roy Prosterman, who was
also land reform adviser in Vietnam. Another parallel is
the US strategy of avoiding and suppressing proposals
for negotiations, prefering in each case to pursue a
military solution under the cover of periodic elections
intended primarily for world press consumption
(" 'Pathological Killer' Candidate Gains in Salvador",
reads the New York Times headline of February 19,
1982). We should also note the likelihood that mercenaries will be imported from fascist dictatorships like
Argentina, a practice similar to the US use of Korean
troops in Vietnam. And it appears that the Reagan
administration has been so encouraged by the destruction wrought by regionalizing the Vietnam war that it is
pursuing the same path in Central America.
Now would be a good time for the peace movement to
begin some refresher courses on Vietnam, particularly
for young people. It would assist us in arguing that the
US should withdraw from El Salvador not just because
the war is "unwinnable", but because it is immoral, and
can only be pursued by immoral methods which would
again bring shame on our nation.

THOMAS ENDERS

boxed by the B-52s. So secret was Enders role at the
time that even the State Department did not know of it;
and the bombing was only ended by Congressional ban
in August, 1973.
Enders learned two other skills in Cambodia that are
serving him well in El Salvador. The first is lying to the
press and Congress. Enders relations with the press and
Congress vis a vis Cambodia are documented in William
Shawcross's book, Sideshow. Throughout February,
Enders chief role in El Salvador was to maintain against
all evidence that the "human rights" situation in that
country has improved, and that new weapons shipments
to the junta are justified . Enders' other task in El Salvador is to beat back proposals from Mexico and other
sources that negotiations be undertaken to end the
conflict, and to insist that the elections scheduled for
late March are a path to peace. Enders had training for
this too in Cambodia, where in June, 1972 he cabled
Washington that Lon Nol's rigged election victory was
"a step forward for Cambodian democracy."
If any American deserves to share with Kissinger
some respon sibility for US war crimes in Cambodia, it is
Thomas Enders.

The man in charge of US policy in El Salvador is
Thomas Enders, the assistant secretary of State for
Inter-American Affairs. He embodies the continuity in
policy between the US war in Southeast Asia and the
current war in El Salvador.
Enders became Deputy Chief in Cambodia in 1971.
After the Paris Agreement brought an end to the bombing of Vietnam in late January, 1973, the US concentrated all of its bombing on Cambodia. In each month
between February and August 1973 the US dropped as
many tons of bombs on Cambodia as it had in all of
1972. In direct violation of the Cooper-Church Amendment, Enders presided over daily, secret meetings in the
US embassy in Phnom Penh to approve and initiate
targets for that day's bombings by B-52s based in
Guam. B-52s carried out "carpet bombing" in
Cambodia, dropping their 30 tons of bombs so as to
form a "box" of destruction two miles long and half a
mile wide. The maps used by Enders and his associates
were inadequate and out-of-date, and thousands of
civilians were slaughtered when their villages were
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tious Objector (CO) status two months before and
request for a CO discharge would inevitably brand him
as a troublemaker. Other soldiers in his unit had been
given some "friendly advice": "Don't talk to
Bergeron."
He was pretty sure that the Army knew about the two
demonstrations he had attended earlier, although he
was not in uniform, in Heilbronn and in Bonn. It
seemed almost certain that they would learn of his
appearance in uniform at the rally that day, and he
knew that meant possible disciplinary action. But, as he
sat in his room, Jim decided that if he had somehow
managed to escape detention, he would take his red
backpack and attend another rally the next day.
Any hope that his action had gone unnoticed was
shattered by a loud knock on the door at seven that
evening. His company commander and a sergeant were
there to arrest him. Held for forty-eight hours, he was
questioned by Criminal Investigative Police and Military Intelligence about his ties to Communists, ties
which he categorically denies. "The whole peace movement has been erroneously painted red by my nation's
leaders," he said later in an interview. While in detention he overheard several frantic telephone calls from
American generals. ''They thought I was crazy,'' he
said, "and that I would try to escape or kill myself.
They couldn't understand why I'd done what I had."
Why had he? What had led this young man from a
small town in Vermont first to join the Army, only to
then question American involvement in Europe and his
own role, to attend peace demonstrations, to ~pply for
CO status, and when action did not seem forthcoming,
to attend the December 5 demonstration, knowingly
risking punishment? Contrary to the expressed belief of
some of his commanding officers, Jim was not "a wolf
in sheep's clothing." When he joined, in January 1980,
he was motivated by what he believed then to be patriotism: outrage over the Russian invasion of Afghanistan and the taking of American hostages in Iran, and
inspired by the surprise win of the US hockey team over
the favored Russians. He was also somewhat at loose
ends, having recently completed college and without any
firm career plans. Enlistment seemed like a smart
decision. Although he was too old, by six months, to
enter as an officer, his recruiter assured him that with
his educational background he would certainly be
quickly promoted. Bergeron now warns other would-be
recruits: "At no time did the Army utilize my four-year
degree. They don't even need high school diplomas.
What I was used for in my last five months was cleaning
latrines.''
However his political transformation was not the
result of personal job dissatisfaction, but rather of his
contact with the European peace movement. He believes
now that had he not been sent to Germany this transformation ~ight well have never occurred. "Being in
the atmosphere of the European peace movement challenged me to understand their fears. And I discovered
that Europe is a very beautiful place, all but the darn
missiles," he said. "In Vermont, if there was to be in
the near future 572 new missiles in the Green Moun-

A G.I. COMES HOME
AMANDA CLAIBORNE

On December 5, 1981, a peace march and rally were
held in the West German town of Heilbronn. The rally
was typical, one of a great many that had been taking
place all over Europe.in response to a NATO decision to
deploy US Pershing II and Cruise Missiles. But in
attendance that day, along with thousands of West
Germans, was a young American G.I., James Bergeron,
30, who had come to the demonstration from his base
sixty kilometers away in Ludwigsburg. His slight figure
clad in civilian clothes, and carrying a red backpack,
Jim Bergeron blended into the crowd relatively well,
only his short military haircut identifying him as an
American soldier.
Once at the rally site, Bergeron looked for a place
where he could change into the clothes he had brought
with him in his backpack. Spotting a van with a large
dove painted on it he entered, reappearing clad in his
green Army dress uniform and bright white MP helmet.
To the surprise of onlookers, he mounted the stage
which was already occupied by speakers and four
members of the German Luftwaffe, also in uniform,
and gave the peace "V" sign to the crowd. His action
met with a roar of approval, and Jim remembers feeling
swept up by the course of events then. He was pretty
sure that life was not going to be the same anymore.
Jim didn't stay on stage very long, he estimated later
that he was in uniform for only twelve minutes, and,
after changing in the van, he headed back to the train
station and his base. Before getting very far, he was
stopped by German political police whom he had
spotted earlier at the rally and who had been following
him since then. One of them, his hand held threateningly in the breast of his overcoat, demanded to see
Jim's identification and to search his backpack. J_im
complied, assuring him that he was, in fact, an
American soldier and that he had no intention of letting
his uniform fall into the hands of terrorists. They
seemed satisfied with these answers, and Jim remembers
asking them if they planned to notify his Company of
his actions. They told him they would not, and he set off
for his base. In fact, as he later learned, they immediately went to the Heilbronn American MP station and
an APB was put out for Jim's arrest.
Arriving back at the base, he went to his room
wondering if his actions could possibly have been
missed by the American authorities. He knew that his
commanding officers were suspicious of him, that they
had remarked on his choice of reading material, and on
the large map in his room on which he had pasted headlines from American newspapers: "Reagan Says Russia
Financed Anti-Nuclear Demonstrations;" "250,000
Protest US Missiles;" and "76% Think US Likely To
Be In War." He knew also that his filing for Conscien3

tains, we would have a grassroots peace movement here
too.'~ He feels that the European movement gave him
"a second chance'~ for political involvement, a chance
to "atone for missed opportunities in the 60's," when as
a draft-age young man with a high lottery number, he
was aware of but did not participate in anti-war
protests.
Back at the base, Jim was released after forty-eight
hours and allowed to return to his quarters where he
would be kept under house arrest until his court-martial
proceedings, scheduled then for sometime in February
1982. If convi'cted, Jim knew that he faced six months in
a Federal penitentiary, and although his appointed
military counsel advised playing by the rules, and he
himself feared the consequences if he did not, Jim once
more challenged the system. He authorized his mother
to begin a petition campaign urging the Army to drop
all court-martial plans because, ''in a time of growing
hostility between the superpowers and nuclear weapons
production, we find such actions as James Bergeron's
commendable as a means to decrease the possibility of
nuclear war."
Although at first only circulated in Vermont, the
petition sparked several news stories and eventually
came to the attention of Boston-area peace groups

discharge in lieu of court-martial because, in his words,
"[Jim's] conduct appears to be influencing other
soldiers in his unit, since several have brought questions
about the peace movement and the nuclear arms issue to
their chain of command. In addition ... there is a strong
possibility that his trial may trigger public demonstrations in the Ludwigsburg/Kornwestheim area, adding to
the disruptive influence on morale and discipline that
his case is generating .... [H]e remains a cancer in the
unit pending trial."
That one man's actions can so deeply threaten the US
military is significant. Obviously the fear is that Jim's is
not an isolated case, and that a GI resistance movement,
like that which occurred in Vietnam, could happen
again. Jim himself believes that there are many receptive
soldiers in Germany. He saw several at the December 5
demonstration. So far, he knows of at least one soldier
in his Company who has applied for CO status and
knows that others are considering _doing so. In addition,
he points to the case of Matthew Weaver, a Navy CO
who is currently confined at the Subic Bay Naval
Station, the Philippines.
Surprisingly, in recent times the peace movement has
done little GI organizing. GI coffeehouses and antimilitary revues disappeared when the Vietnam War

including Pax Christi and Resist. Both groups circulated the petition nationally and many signatures and
letters of support were sent to Jim in Germany, and to
Senator Patrick Leahy of Vermont, in an effort to get
him to intervene. Meanwhile, in Europe, the case
. attracted widespread attention. The German movement
ment planned a demonstration in Jim's behalf, and in
late January, he was visited by a member of Amnesty
International who informed him that they were
considering adopting him as "a prisoner of conscience," a very hopeful sign, as Jim saw it.
Only a few days later, Jim was flown to the US and
given an "other than honorable" discharge, a discharge, as the military language goes, ''for the good of
the service." Although Jim believes this discharge to be
"a compromise," explaining that although he was not
court-martialled he also did not get the CO discharge
that he requested. Nevertheless, he knows that his case
is an important victory. ''Our voices have been heard by
the very highest levels of the US Army, ' ' he wrote a
German supporter shortly after his release. "Nothing
like this has happened to them since the days of Vietnam
and believe me ... they were frightened."
His contention that the Army was frightened is
substantiated by a letter obtained from his Army files. It
is from an officer recommending that Jim be granted a

ended. However, in January 1982, El Salvador solidarity groups demonstrated at two Army bases, in North
Carolina and Georgia, protesting the training there of
officers from the Salvadoran armed forces. Many more
of these actions must occur in the future if we are to
have any hope of creating a real resistance to war. As
Jim says, "I didn't want to think about it. People in the
US don't want to think about it even though we are the
only country to have used nuclear weapons."
Jim is not sure what his future plans are. His
immediate plans are to purchase the paperback edition
of Howard Zinn 's A People's History of the United
States, and to retire with it to a Carribean island for a
month's vacation. As to whether he will continue in the
peace movement now that he's returned home, he asks
of himself whether he will ' 'be able to keep up the hard
work for 25 and 30 years, like some people. I don't
know if I have it," he concludes. "But I guess I'm not
supposed to know that now. ''
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Resist collected over one thousand signatures on
Jim 's behalf· from twenty-three states, including
Georgia, Hawaii, Missouri, Texas and Wyoming. We
will forward any additional petitions or letters to the
Veterans Administration to ensure that Jim receives the
· honorable discharge he deserves. Letters of support are
welcome.

NEW BOOKS ON
EL SALVADOR

from this collection speak of their lives and of their
commitment to revolutionary change, a commitment as
strong as their suffering from which it grows.
Sometimes women have to give birth on their own. I
remember once, when I was still quite young, I was walking
along the river bank, when I saw a woman cutting her
umbilical cord herself. She'd given birth then and there!
Just as she finished her kids came tumbling back. Well, I
went home with her and, do you know, she cooked the
dinner and sent the kids off to play before she lay down!
Sounds incredible doesn't it! But you see, El Salvador's
got hardly any hospitals or doctors and most of them are in
the capital and cost a fortune. There was a census in 1971
which said there were three doctors and 17 hospitals beds for
every 10,000 people. You can imagine how many women
die in childbirth and how high the infant mortality rate is as
a result. Women have an average of six to eight children but
often have twice as many pregnancies ....
The social structure in El Salvador is inhuman. It's
important to say this because, yes , machismo is a real problem, but nothing's ever going to change until we have the
basic necessities of life: economic security; housing;
health and education. At the moment most people
don't have either. And we're never going to get them until
we change the whole power structure in El Salvador. We
must join with our men who suffer too, as well as fight for
our specific rights.

COLIN DANBY

El Salvador: The Face of Revolution by Robert Armstrong and Janet Shenk, South End Press, 318 pp.,
$7 .50 paper, $20 cloth.
El Salvador: Background to the Crisis by the Central
America Information Office (CAMINO), 1151 Mass.
Ave., Cambridge, MA 02138, 148 pp., $5.
El Salvador: Central America in the New Cold War
edited by Marvin E. Gettleman, Patrick Lacefield,
Louis Menashe, David Mermelstein, and Ronald
Radosh, Grove Press, 398 pp., $7.95.
The United States and El Salvador: Political and Military Involvement by Arnon · Hadar, US- El Salvador
Research and Information Center, 132 pp., $4.50.
Women and War: El Salvador compiled by the
Women's International Resource Exchange (WIRE),
2700 Broadway, NY, NY 10025, 44 pp., $2.25.

- from "Women's Lives in El Salvador," an interview
with Miriam Galdemez, pp. 1 and 2, reprinted from
Spare Rib

It has been fifty years since El Salvador's rulers
demonstrated their intransigence by murdering 25,000
peasants in the wake of an attempted uprising, one year
since the Reagan administration displayed its toughness
by sending military advisers and increased aid to the
Salvadoran junta. Both actions were explained as necessary to fight communism, but whereas El Salvador's
government was little embarrassed by the 1932 massacre, and has indeed invoked it repeatedly since as a
warning to the left, Reagan and his colleagues have felt
compelled to devise an elaborate series of falsehoods,
involving white papers, land reforms, moderate juntas,
and elections, to disguise the brutal reality of their
policy.
While press coverage has improved in recent months,
the news media have been unwilling or unable to
examine the historical and social context of the war, and
even the "with the guerillas" stories, however sympathetic, come across as political voyeurism in the absence
of any serious grappling with political questions. To
understand what is happening in El Salvador, and to
understand US policy, better sources are needed.
A year ago good analysis of Salvadoran history and
society was difficult to find; recent accounts of what
Salvadorans were doing and thinking were almost nonexistent. 1 Today, as the war intensifies and US involvement deepens, the need for good sources is all the
greater. Fortunately, several have become available in
recent months.
The Women's International Resource Exchange has
collected 16 poems 1. interviews, and articles, all with
compelling immediacy about them. The extremes of
exploitation, poverty, and state terrorism present in El
Salvador fall especially harshly on women, who

Too often brutality and poverty have been dealt with
only at a distance, through malnutrition statistics or
photographs of mangled corpses, and too often women
have been regarded only as passive victims. The selections here affirm the increasing importance of women in
the Salvadoran struggle, and speak of their repression
with straightforwardness and outrage.
Especially noteworthy are an interview with journalist
Ann Nelson that provides startling insight into the role
of the American press in El Salvador and four remarkable poems" by Carolyn Porche. Porche deals, among
other things, with the problem of coming to grips oneself with the monstrousness of the brutality visited on
Salvadorans by the military/ oligarchy, and the burden
of somewhow conveying the force of ''the cries of those
who vanish" without a dehumanizing emphasis on
morbid details. Forche's two articles in Women and
War: El Salvador seem to succeed in this respect, as
does the entire collection.
Robert Armstrong and Janet Shenk have written
extensively on El Salvador for NA CLA, and Armstrong
has been a regular correspondent for the Guardian.
Their new book is a narrative history, with an emphasis
on events since the 1979 coup. Armstrong and Shenk
weave together the essential economic background with
political developments, paying close attention to the
evolution of the left and the vital role of the Catholic
Church. The book is written in a vivid, almost anecdotal
style, illuminating concrete events, moving from topic
to topic, and leaving it to the reader to draw things
together.
5

patrick's famous "Dictatorships and Double Standards,'' and the introduction to the White Paper. These
are more than an attempt to provide "balance". They
are very useful in understanding the Administration's
outlook, and the editors have done a good job of
assembling these and other readings in a way that
reveals the ideological terrain over which various battles
have been and are being waged. The book closes with
what is perhaps the best analysis of current US policy
available, William LeoGrande's "A Splendid Little
War: Drawing the Line in El Salvador," and a compelling essay by Carlos Fuentes, ''Three Dates of Change
in Latin America.'' Also included are a number of good
articles on El Salvador itself and Central America,
including Harald Jung's "Class Struggle and Civil War
in El Salvador," a chapter from Stephen Webre's book
on the Christian Democrats and Marlise Simon's
"Guatemala: the Coming Danger."
The readings are divided into sections to which the
editors have provided useful introductions, setting the
selections in context. This is a very diverse collection,
and will be of interest even to those without a burning
interest in the complexities of US policy.
CAMINO's El Salvador: Background to the Crisis
takes up a numher of the questions debated in El
Salvador: Central America in the New Cold War, as
well as examining the historical, social, and economic
context of the conflict. As one of its authors I am in no
position to give an independent assessment of this book,
but I can outline some ways in which it may prove useful.
The book is divided into fourteen chapters, each of
which examines a specific topic more or less iadependently of the others, the idea being that readers with
specific interests can more easily find what they want.
Salvadoran state terrorism is examined in some detail,
along with the right-wing death squads. Chapters on El
Salvador's Indians, rural poverty, urbanization and
industrialization, and women sketch in the economic
and social background, explaining the conditions that
gave rise to the insurrection. The book does not deal
with US policy at any great length. Three maps are
included, and an extensive bibliography.

It was 5:55 in the afternoon on a very dusty road near
Aguilares. Father Rutulio Grande rode with a young boy
and an old man toward the village of El Paisnal, where
Rutulio was to say evening mass. A truck behind their Land
Rover came closer, the dust putting a blanket over the
bright green stalks of cane along the roadside. Several men
stood beside another truck just ahead, their arms holding
something at their sides. One of them, a policeman from
Aguilares, dropped the cigarette he was smoking: a signal .
As Rutulio's jeep passed the men, they raised what they
were holding and opened fire. The bullets pierced his
throat, his ear, his skull. The old man who had come along
to protect Rutulio grabbed his throat to stop the blood,
until a second blast killed the old man. Then from the rear,
the sound of still another automatic rifle cut through the
·priest's back and splintered his pelvis.
Word swept through El Paisnal, Aguilares and San
Salvador: "They've killed Rutulio." Soon it was on the
wires and by morning, human rights and church organizations around the world knew that a new martyr had been
added to their lists.
Meanwhile, the US Congress was holding hearings on
human rights violations in El Salvador. Molina protested
calling this undue interference in his country's internal
affairs. A few days after Rutulio's murder, on March 17,
1977, President Molina announced that El Salvador would
accept no further military aid or training from the United
States, "for the sake of national dignity."
-pp. 90-91

Armstrong and Shenk come as close as possible to
letting events speak for themselves. Readers used to the
deliberateness of academic writing may find the
frequent shifts of topic frustrating, but their writing
holds the book together through its color, sympathy,
and lack of tendentiousness. 2
The remaining books are more structured and analytical, a good complement to the immediacy of the Armstrong/Shenk and WIRE books. Arnon Hadar has
written a detailed and thorough examination of US
policy toward El Salvador, scrupulously documented. 3
He demonstrates the increasing militarization of the war
under Reagan as well as the tendencies toward regionalizing the war. While the Carter and Reagan policies
had similar objectives, it is significant that the Reagan
administration has come to see El Salvador as a military
problem, not a diplomatic one. Indeed, this is characteristic of its approach to the whole of Central America.
Nicaragua's attempts at rapproachement have been
rudely rebuffed by the State Department, which is
instead preparing a Bay of Pigs·-style invasion from
Honduras by Somocista National Guardsmen, in
addition to pursuing destabilization efforts from within
Nicaragua. Honduras is being heavily armed itself, and
while Guatemala's hideous human rights record has put
a damper on open cooperation so far, Hadar demonstrates the increasing friendliness between the Reagan
administration and the Guatemalan regime, something
that bears close watching because of the tremendous
importance of Guatemala to US business interests and
the growing insurgent movement there.
US policy is the principal subject of El Salvador:
Central America in the New Cold War, a substantial
collection of 54 readings by Marvin Gettleman and his
co-editors. They include a number of selections from
Reagan administration people, including Jeane Kirk-

Footnotes

I.Alastair White's El Salvador (1973 , Praeger) is still very
much worth reading, and Stephen Webre's Jose N apoleon
Duarte and the Christian Democratic Party in Salvadoran
Politics 1960-1972 (1979, Lousiana State University Press) is
the best political history available. See also Thomas
Anderson's Matanza (1971 , University of Nebraska Press),
David Browning's El Salvador: Landscape and Society (1971,
Oxford University Press), and William Durham's Scarcity and
Survival in Central A merica: Ecological Origins of the Soccer
War (1979, Stanford).
2. El Salvador: The Face of Revolution was going to press as
this review was being written.
The appendices will
include documents from the Frente Democratico Revolucionario (FDR), tables setting forth US economic and military
aid and direct foreign investment, and a political "map"
delineating the various political organizations.
3. Hadar works with the US-El Salvador Research and Information Center, PO Box 4797, Berkeley CA 94704, which puts
out the invaluable monthly El Salvador Bulletin.
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Colin Danby works with CAMINO.

Reply by Frank Brodhead:

REPRODUCTIVE
RIGHTS AND THE
PEACE MOVEMENT
Letter to Resist:
The controversy over reproductive rights in Mobilization for Survival, as described by Frank Brodhead in the
January issue of "Resist," fills me with great apprehension. Apparently, to prevent affiliation of "ProLifers for Survival,'' Boston Mobe proposed that agreement on reproductive rights, including the right to abortion, be made a condition for participation in Mobilization. Approving of this initiative of Boston Mobe,
Frank Brodhead proposes that the left extend this
condition to all issues. "We should start now to insist
that no coalition or allianc.e is possible in which the
humanity and autonomy of one half of our movement is
denied." (p. 6)
If Boston Mobe's resolution is accepted and if Frank's
conception of what the left should be prevails, people
who disagree about abortion face a choice - leave the
anti-nuclear involvement or participate through our
organization in which the left has no influence. Perhaps
in line with the sectarian spirit set up by Boston Mobe,
the ''peace bishops'' will organize their own anti-nuclear
coalition and refuse alliance with all those who do not
recognize human life at conception. In any event, does
Boston Mobe truly expect large numbers of Catholics,
even those who agree on abortion, to participate in an
anti-nuclear organization which has gone out of its way
to exclude even the most progressive elements of the
Catholic clergy from its ranks?
Reproductive rights including abortion are crucial to
human liberation. Nowhere is this more true than in the
Third World. But where would the movements in
Guatemala and El Salvador be if all alliances were
conditional in agreement on abortion?
American imperialism has the capacity and the will to
reduce to ashes the lives and hopes of billions. Americans are in the best position of a,nyone to prevent this
final holocaust. This creates a special responsibility for
the American Left.
Unfortunately a salient feature of political life in
America today is the isolation of the American left even
from the movements of popular opposition - the single
issue organizations, unions, school and community
groups people use to try to make their lives more secure
and more bearable. Because of the political history of
this country and the class backgrounds of many leftists,
isolation is a seductive choice. Refusing to work politically around any issue with people who disagree with us
about abortion is a very principled position. Such principles serve only to confirm us in our isolation.
John Maher
Cambridge, Mass.
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This discussion should begin with the importance of
abortion to the condition of women, not to the ''peace
bishops." As there is no foolproof method of birth
control, pregnancy through rape or accident is inevitable. To outlaw abortion is to return us to an era of
forced childbearing, and make women slaves to their
capacity to bear children. Sterilization abuse and illegal
abortion, with its high risk of death or maiming, would
follow .
The only safe "alternative" for women is to abstain
from sex with men, to deny themselves sexual freedom.
Indeed, there is ample evidence that in opposing abortion both the Church and the New Right have as a goal
to restrict women's sexuality to patriarchal terms,
reducing their autonomy and independence. By now we
should see sexual expression as a basic human need,
akin to food , air, or shelter. What would be our attitude
towards an alliance with an organization which sought
to abolish political rights or civil liberties for women, or
made their right to shelter contingent on the approval of
two doctors?
We should not imagine that the question of alliances
in the peace movement concerns only the unity of
people who have different private and personal opinions
on the issue of abortion. The Catholic Church and the
New Right have led the fight to criminalize abortion
through the Human Life Amendment and other
congressional steps, and to restrict access to abortion
through the Hyde Amendment. Similarly, Pro-Lifers
for Survival also works for the criminalization of abortion, and was prominently featured in media coverage
of the "pro-life" demonstration on January 22 in
Washington, D.C. protesting the Supreme Court
decision legalizing abortion. In defense of a religious
concept called "fetal personhood" these groups would
bring down the power of the state against women who
did not want to bear children.
This attack on women is not occuring in a political
vacuum. There is a large literature which demonstrates
that the anti-abortion movement is the cutting edge in
the neo-fascist program of the New Right. This program
begins with the rollback of the gains made by women,
blacks and labor in the 1960s and 1970s, and includes an
aggressively anti-communist orientation to foreign
policy and support for a massive, anti-Soviet military
buildup. Peace is not part of this program, and a propeace position should begin by meeting the attack of the
New Right head on with a defense of abortion rights.
John raises the issue of whether a strong stand on
abortion wouldn't serve to isolate the peace movement
from society, and points to the special responsibility of
Americans to prevent nuclear holocaust by uniting all
possible forces. Yet the course of expediency isn't clear.
While the National Conference of Catholic Bishops
overwhelmingly supported the Hatch Amendment last
November, an AP-NBC poll taken in mid-January
reported that only 190/o of people supported the amendment, with 750/o opposed. For the last several years polls
have showed that a clear majority of people, including
Catholics, have supported a pro-choice position on
abortion.

GRANTS

OFICINA LEGAL DEL PUEBLO UNIDO (P.O. Box
1493, San Juan, TX 78589)

ANTI-RACISM COALITION OF CONNECTICUT
(c/o Ken Platz, 5 Gillett St., Hartford, CT 06105)

Oficina Legal is a community law office which supports
the organizing efforts of farm workers and the rural.
poor in the Rio Grande Valley of south Texas. Last year
Resist helped Oficina with a seri~s of lawsuits against
the McAllen Police Department. The successful battle
alleviated many of the oppressive tactics by police
officers against the community. $410,000 in damages
were collected by 25 plaintiffs, and a court injunction
against the city of McAllen was granted, which required
a citizen review board and an expanded police training
program. Oficina is now involved in perhaps an even
bigger struggle against the Corpus Christi police. Once
again Resist has contributed to their work ·to end the
police brutality and systematic discrimination against
Mexican-Americans and other low-income people.

The ARCC came together in January 1982 to formulate
a non-violent response to the rise of Ku Klux Klan
activities across the state. Klan and Nazi terrorism and
recruitment has increased 250/o over the last eighteen
months nationally - and Connecticut is no exception.
The year 1981 saw two Klan rallies in Meriden; literature distribution in Wallingford, Ansonia, New Haven,
and Naugatuk; cross burnings in Milford, Manchester,
and Scotland. Last month 15 Klanspeople were quietly
escorted out of Seymour when they tried to hand out
leaflets. But the big event of the year is scheduled for
March 20th in Meriden: "White Christian Solidarity
Day." While denouncing Klan activities, the ARCC
plans to provide an alternative analysis (to the Klan's
racism and anti-semitism) of the rough economic times.
They are organizing a statewide rally in Hartford on
March 20th, along with a mass outreach and educational campaign. Resist is helping them to contact and
educate as many groups and individuals as possible.

NEBRASKA NUCLEAR WEAPONS FREEZE
COALITION (c/o Nebraskans for Peace, 430 South
16th St., Lincoln, NE 68508)
In February, 1981, about 400 people attended the
Nebraskans for Peace annual meeting to hear about a
Nuclear Weapons Freeze proposal. A follow-up leadership training workshop brought together members of
groups from Lincoln, Omaha, and several smijller cities.
Freeze activities in the next several months included
house meetings, circulation of petitions, displays at
county fairs, and public education. From a regional
Freeze planning meeting the idea of forming a statewide ·
coalition was initiated, and two state meetings have
been held. The activities of the coalition will be focused
on the introduction of a Resolution during January February 1983, for passage by the State Legislature.
Resist's contribution is to help the coalition toward
financial self-sufficiency.

BLACK VETERANS FOR SOCIAL JUSTICE (1119
Fulton St., Brooklyn, NY 11238)

"Veterans' problems are not only the problems of veterans, but are the problems of society. " In 1979 a group
of veterans from all branches of the military and various
wars - WWII to Vietnam - came together to develop
a program of action to organize and service veterans
and their families. Since their inception BVSJ have
helped thousands of vets: black, white, women, gays,
widows, disabled, and unabled. Believing that the
community is the basis of all development, they often
work with other local groups in a wide range of educational and advocacy projects. Also very active in -the
anti-war movement, they recently participated in the
demonstration at Fort Bragg to protest the training of
the junta troops from El Salvador. To help spread the
news of their work they have just published the first
issue of the Black Veterans Communicator. The newspaper includes articles about Agent Orange, the draft,
ra_cism and· violence in the military, the Klan, and
problems of injustice in Haiti and South Africa. Resist
is helping to support this excellent effort.

TIIE RESIST PLEDGE SYSTEM
The most important source of our income is monthly
pledges. Pledges help us to plan ahead by stabilizing
our monthly income . In addition to receiving the newsletter, pledges get a monthly reminder letter, containing
some news of recent grants. If you would like to learn
more. drop us a note.

Our typewriter was stolen from the office. We would
~ppreciate any extra contributions toward replacing
If.
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